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DETAILED ACTION 
Priority 

1 . Receipt is acl<nowledged of papers filed under 35 U.S.C. 1 19 (a)-(d) based on an 
application filed in Japan on 29 September 2003. Applicant has not complied with the 
requirements of 37 CFR 1 .63(c), since the oath, declaration or application data sheet 
does not acknowledge the filing of any foreign application. A new oath, declaration or 
application data sheet is required in the body of which the present application should be 
identified by application number and filing date. This is in reference to Application 
Number 2003-337239 [JP2003-337239]. Application 2003-393647 has been properly 
claimed in the oath/declaration. Examiner further notes that the application data sheet 
only has reference to 2003-393647. 

Ciaim Objections 

2. Claims 1 objected to because of the following infomnalities: Referring to claim 1 , 
"a upper-level" is understood to refer to "an upper-level". Appropriate correction is 
required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 1 -6, 8, 9 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 
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5. Referring to claims 1 , 3. 4, and subsequently claims 2, 5, and 6, there is 
inconsistent use of the words "compute" and "recalculate". For "the output guarantee 
code recalculated", this is understood to refer to the computing performed by the 
guarantee code computing unit. 

6. Refen-ing to claim 1 , and subsequently claims 2-6, it is not clear to what data "the 
data" computed by the guarantee code computing unit refers. It is further unclear if 
Applicant intends this ambiguity as up until that point, Applicant used "the data" to refer 
to the data in the internal memory, however, from claims 2 and 4, it is apparent that 
Applicant's invention computes guarantee codes for both partial and all data. For the 
purpose of examination, "compares the input guarantee code and the output guarantee 
code recalculated" is understood to refer to "compares the input guarantee code initially 
computed and an output guarantee code computed for partial data or all data". 
Subsequently, the data of "determines that transmission of the data" is understood to 
refer to this partial or all data. 

7. Referring to claim 8, step nine's "rereading data stored in the internal memory" is 
understood to refer to "rereading the data stored in the internal memory", in light of the 
prior partial reread of step eight. Subsequently, step ten's "all of the reread data" is 
understood to refer to the reread data of step nine, and nojt step eight. 

8. Referring to claim 9, "the data in a case where the data is stored in the internal 
memory", it is not clear to what data "the data" refers. As previously indicated, data may 
be read from a storage device or received from an upper-level device, "the data in a 
case where the data Is stored in the internal memory" is understood to refer to "data 
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stored in tlie internai memory". Similarly, in the following limitation, "the data in a case 
where the data Is read from the Internal memory" Is understood to refer to "data read 
from the Internal memory". 

Further in claim 9, in "partial data of the data is to be retransmitted", it is not clear 
to what data "the data" refers. It is understood to refer to "the data stored in the internal 
memory". Similarly, the data referred to in "recalculate the output guarantee code in 
regard to the data" Is understood to refer to "the data stored in the internal memory". 

Allowable Subject Matter 

9. Claims 1-6, 8, 9 are rejected on matters of clarity as noted above, but are 
understood to contain allowable subject matter if rewritten to overcome the 
matters above. 

1 0. Refemng to claims 1 -6, the prior art does not teach or fairly suggest a channel 
adapter comprising a control unit which, in a case where partial data is retransmitted, 
compares the input guarantee code initially computed and an output guarantee code 
computed for partial data or ail data to determine if transmission has been conducted 
normally, in the scope and context of claim 1 . 

1 1 . Referring to claim 8, the prior art does not teach or fairly suggest reading the 
partial data In a case where there is a request to retransmit the partial data, rereading 
the data stored in the internal memory, again computing the output guarantee code in 
regard to all the reread data, and detemnining whether transmission has been 
conducted normally by comparing the again-computed output guarantee code and the 
input guarantee code, In the scope and context of claim 8. 
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1 2. Referring to claim 9, the prior art does not teach or fairly suggest a channel 
adapter Including a control unit which, in a case where partial data of the data In the 
intemal memory Is to be retransmitted, uses the output guarantee code computing unit 
to recalculate the output guarantee code in regard to the data stored in the Intemal 
memory, and compares the recalculated output guarantee code with the input 
guarantee code to determine If transmission has been conducted normally, in the scope 
and context of claim 9. 

13. Claims 7 and 10 allowed. 

14. The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: 

Referring to claim 7, the prior art does not teach or fairly suggest determining the 
transmission of the partial data has been conducted normally In a case where both 
guarantee codes match, in the scope and context of claim 7. 

Refening to claim 10, the prior art does not teach or fairly suggest transmitting 
partial data and reading all the data from the Internal memory and nullifying the read 
data without transmitting it, in the scope and context of claim 10. 

Any comments considered necessary by applicant must be submitted no later 
than the payment of the Issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should preferably 
accompany the issue fee. Such submissions should be clearly labeled "Comments on 
Statement of Reasons for Allowance." 

Any inquiry conceming this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Gabriel L. Chu whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
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3656. The examiner can normally be reached on weekdays between 8:30 AM and 5:00 
PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Scott Baderman can be reached on (571) 272-3644. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more infomiation about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free), 

Gabriel L. Chu 
Examiner 
Art Unit 21 14 

gc 



